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Ban khao niwet municipal school, Ranong province.
Assessor Mrs. Pranee Sopapun

Year 2017

Abstracts

This evaluation was intended to evaluate a democratic example school, Ban khao niwet
municipal school, Ranong province. The groups used in this evaluation were: administrators,
teacher, other personnel in the institution, school board and student in the academic year 2017 of
Ban khao niwet municipal school, Ranong Municipality, Ranong Province. Use population with
administrator, teacher, other personnel in the institution and school board, Use the sample size of
Craig and Morgan with student, 226 samples were stratified random sampling. The tools used to
collect data were the evaluation form, the scale was estimated at 5 levels: most much moderate
little least. Statistics used in data analysis were percentage mean and standard deviation.

The evaluation results were as follows:

1. Context evaluation results were at a high level, the mean was 4.33, pass the evaluation
criteria and considering each item, it was found that the average was higher than all 3.51. Pass the
evaluation criteria.

2. Input evaluation results were at a high level, the mean was 4.41, pass the evaluation
criteria and considering each item, it was found that the average was higher than all 3.51. Pass the
evaluation criteria.

3. Process evaluation results were at a high level, the mean was 4.38, pass the evaluation
criteria and considering each item, it was found that the average was higher than all 3.51. Pass the
evaluation criteria.

4. Product evaluation.

4.1 Appraisal results from administrators, teacher , other personnel in the institution
and school board, evaluation results were at a high level, the mean was 4.44, pass the evaluation
criteria and considering each item, it was found that the average was higher than all 3.51. Pass the
evaluation criteria.

4.2 Appraisal results from student, evaluation results were at a high level, the mean
was 4.46, pass the evaluation criteria and considering each item, it was found that the average was

higher than all 3.51. Pass the evaluation criteria.



